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WaSHINOTON, July 24—=The correspond.
wnee between the Binte Department and Jhe
Writish Government touching the Melring
-an tions was luld before the House
afternoon. It s extremely vol-

aminous, covering many hundr.ds of pages
ﬁm manuscript It In accompa-
by anote trom tho Becretary of State
swhich stutes that the pegotintions are still

udn
. correspondence consista of thirty let-
“ears and telegrama, It begins with a lotter
@®rom Mr. Edwards, Becretury of the British
Begation, to Mr. Blaine at bar Hurbor, Au-
::l. 1989, compluining thut the United
oruisers huve seized Hritish vessels
im Behring sca ontside the three.mile limit
sand requesting by direction of Marquls
8 lisbury that stringent orders be lssued to
prevent such a conrso,

Mr. Blaine roplied on August 34, 1688, that
ke United Btates Government desires to
Mave soch an adjustment of the question
awhich will remove misunderstanding but
ahat the I'resident believes that the respon-
#1ibility for del yIn the adjustment can not
e properly charged to the United States
“Government. He requests that Mr. Ed-
wwards cxpress the satisfaction of the
Wnited FHtutes Government that Bir John
Pauncelote will be ready on his return o
«lscuss the whi lo question,

A lotter from the Marquls of 8alisbury to
Mr. Kdwards, duted October 2, 16, states
€hat the British Government realizes the

ce of an Internationnl -agreement
betweon tho United States, Great Britain
And Rusin on the subject, and says Paunco-
®ote will be furnished the requisite instruo-
tlons in case the Beerrtary of Btate desires
€0 enter upon the discussion. In another
disputch of the same date he calis attention
to the seizure of the British sealers by
EUnited States vessels outside of the three-
wiile limit, and says that Secretary Bayard
stuted unoficially that no further seignres of
this character wounld be carried on pending
ghe discusslon and expresses 1ogret that thin
waaderstanding has not been carried out, Ho

wloses by a protest of the Government and
srs the opinion of the G vernment

Shat the ne zn es were wholly unjustifiuble,
Mr. ¥dwards says of the assurance re-
@orred to above by Lord SBalisbury that It
wan an asaurance communicuted unofclally
o his Lordship by the United States Minis-
ster in London and nlso by Mr. Buyard to ®ir
Mlonel West In the month of April, 1890,

In n long letter, Junuary 1, 1600, Mr. Blaine
woes Into a discussion of the general subject,
@tating that the United States Governwment
«om the enst, the Aleuts of Alaska and the
JBussinn Government on the west of Bebr-
Ing sen bave until 1% exercised the un-
squestioncd right to take seals In the Behr.
fnog son. He anys it was n case of surprise
%o the United Stutes that the Britinh Govern-
sament sbould interfere to defend the Cana-
«dmn vossels In attempting to take seals In
Behiving sea, and savs: “Whence did the
wobips of Canndn derive the right todoin
2888 whut they had rofrained from do-

dag for nearly ninety yoears? Up n
“what ground d:d her Majesty's Gov-
«ernment  defena  in 188 & course

én Bebring sea which she had core.
Yully avoided over since thas discovery «f
that soa? By what reasoning did her Muj-
«mnty's Government conclude that annot may
e committed with /mpunity against the
wights of the Unlted Stutes which had never
dbeen attempted aguinst the same righis
“when he.d by the Russlan Government."

After a long statement of the damage to
“fur scals which has followed the Incursions
«of the Britlsh sealing vessels In the sea, he
@ays: “The Pres dent does not concolve ghut
iher Majosty's Governmont could in faot be
fAess indiflerent to thoso 1esults than Is the
“Guvernment of the United Xtutes But he
aopes that ber Majesty's Government will,
after this frenk expression of views,
veadily eomprehend the position of the
Wnited 8t te- touching th's serious question.
Ah s Governmen: h & boen 1o dy to coneede
meh in order to uojust all differsnces of
w ows und In the judsment of th « | resident
il wiready piop: sed a so0 ution not only
wquitle but generous. Thus far her
Meajosty's Ge vernment hns dec.loed to e
eept the proposul of the United stut*s. The
Frealdent now awslia with deep 'ntercst,
oot unmized with solicitude, any proposi-
tlon for remsonuble ndjustment which her
Bajesty's Governm-nt may submit,

On February 1v, 1860, Sir Jollan Paunecfote
@saya in alstter to wr, Binine thatthe British
Government s now ready to resume the tri-

te negotiations respecting the estab-
hment of a cloae time for the seal flsh-
aries, which was commencod In 189 but sus-
pended for varlous causes, and suggostn
Shbat the negotintions bo resumed in Wash-
dmuton,

The nextcommunication la from 8ir Julian
Favncefote to Mr Blaine, rnd is marked,
“*‘Received April 80, 15880." Indicating that
ameantime the negotiations had beren In
@raogress, It begine by saying: “At the last
witting of the conference on the Beliring's
mea fisheries is expressed doubt whether any
arrsngemont could be arrived at which
»would be satisfactory to Canada.” He thus
~ wroposed that a mixzed cowzmlssion Dbe
-t mumlﬂu the whole question
 aad be suspended In Behring sea
dur.ag oertain periods pending the work of
&hat commisslon.

In & lotter dated May 22, 1900, Falisbury re-
zh!om arguments of Binioe In regard

the olalm of exclusive rights to Behring
#éa. He denles this claim and holds that
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you without delay."”
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Rritish since Lord @#allsbury,
vomber i1, 1887, In an
Interview with the Un'ted Ftates Minlster,
Phoelps, cordlally agreed that a code for the
preservation of the seals should be adopted
and suggested thut Minister Phelps shouid
present a systom of rogulations, which was
donv, and on Feuruary 28 Mr. Fhe'ps notl
fled Bocrelary Bayard that Loru sSallsbury
aaseuts to toe proposition o establish a
oloss time for for seals boiwoen April 18 and
Novomber 1 and between 1680 to 170 degrous
of longliude, and will cause an act to be
Introduced Iin Parllament to give effoct to
this arrangement. Ho adds that on the fol-
lowing April 23 the Amerioan charge st
London was ins ructed thut this plan would
be perfected by an order In councll fivadays
later; however, on April 28, the charge was
loformed that mo action would be taken
until Canada is heard from, and for several
woeks no further information cou'd be had
on the subjoct. He was fnally told that the
Canadian Government objected to any such
resteicilons and until her consent could be
had the British Government wus not willing
to go Into the convention.

Mr. Binine adda;: *“Can the Government of
the United Btutes be expected to accept as
final a declsion of the Government of Groat
Britain that an agreement esn not be ful-
filled because Canada objects? The change
of policy would be by her Mujesty's Govorn-
ment without notice and against the wish of
this Governmoent, as, In the President's bae-
liof, because of ull the differences that have
followed. 1 wm further Instructe by the
Prosident to suy that while the proposals of
April 30 can not be accepted, ths United
Btutes w li continue the negotiations In
hope of renching nn agreement,

“The President's opinion, owing to the de-
Inys for which th's Government Is not re-
aponsible, is that it |8 too late to sonclude
this seanon's work. He therefore proposcs
that her Mejesty's Government do not per-
mit the vessels to enter the Behr ng's sea
this season in order to give time for nego-
tiations."”

In reply to this Pauncefote on Juned, says:
“Her Mujesty's Government are qulite wii-
ling to udopt all measures which shall be
aatistactorily proven to be necessary for the
presorvat on of the fur seal species, and to
enforce such measures on British subjects
by proper legisiation. But they are not pre-
pared to agree to such a regulation as is suyr-
gested In your letter for the present fisher-
les season, as apart from the considerations
there would be no legal power to enforce its
observance on Writieh subjects und Britlsh
vessola

In reply Mr, Blaine stutes that the Presi-
dent greatly regrets that the Dritish Gov-
ernmont can not agree to the proposition,
which would suspend what Lord Salisbury
desoribed (n 1883 as *““the wanton destruction
of & valuable industry.” In alater note he
suggests that If It Is impossible to, by legal
action, provent British ahips from engaging
In this fishing for u season the United States
Government would be satisfied with n slm-
ple proclamation requesting a suspension.
To this the Minister replies thut he will for-
ward the suggestion and will, meantime,
withhold the protest which had been for-
warded him by the British Government.

On June 14, however, ha stutes In another
letter thit sesing by the public preass that
the United States revenue cutters hud breen
disp itched to Behring sea with Instructions
to seize British senlers, he cun ngt further
withhold the formal protest of his G.vern-
ment, which he uccordingly presents, This
protest states that the Briti<sh Government
desires un amicable adjustment of the
guestions at lssue, but that it ean not adwit
theright of the United Stutes on lis sole
motion to restrict the navigatlion of Heh-
ring's sou and adds: ““The undersigned is
In consequence Instrocted formally to pro-
tost nguinst sueh Interference and to declure
thut her eritannic Majesty's Government
must hold the United Stutes ret ponsible for
the consequences that may ensue from nets
whie o ure contrary to the estublish:d prin-
cipals of Internutional law.”

Un June 27 Puuncveforte lays before the
fecretary of State a counter proposition
from the Dritish Government relative to a
temporary adjustment of the matter, It pro-
poses first u committee of arbliration;
second, ponding thut arbiteation all Inter.
ference with British sealing vess-ls shall
abso utely cense; and third, that if the de-
cision Is adverss to the United Stutes (tahall
compensate British subjects for their losses
In suspension of uperations during the pro-
gr a8 of the n' bitrution
Mr. Blaine makes no direct reply to this

va Ne
official

but on June 0 wends & twonty-six pugn
(type-written) letter in which he goes lnto n
detalled discussion of the history of Behr-
ing's sea and the ground which the United
Btates hus constantly taken In the matter
and vloaes by saying: “1 am Justitied, there-
f re, in repeating the question nddressed so
her Majesty's Government on the 224 of last
Junuury and which s still unanswersd

Whenoo did the ships of Cannda derive the
tight to do In 1886 what they hed refrained
from doing for ninety yesrs? Upon what
ground did 1hut Government defend In 1885 n
course in Bobring sea which had been care-
fully avoided over since the discovery of
that wen? Hy what resson did her Majesty's
Government conclude thut an act may be
committed with impunity against the rights
of the United States which had never been
attempted ugulnst the same rights when
heid by the Russisn Empire?"

The closing letter of the serles Is dated
Bar Hurbor, July 18, and is addressed to Bir
Jul.an Pauncefote. In It Mr. Blailne dis-
cusses the question as to the breaking of
the negotiutions which were In progress ip
18880 and which were understood by
this Government to have been sus-
pended owing to the refusal of Canada
to agree 1o them and wfter a leagthy dis-
cussion of the matter closes by saying:
“The interposition of the wishes of a Brit-
ish province against a convention between
two natiuns which, necording to the United
States Minister (Puelps), has been virtunlly
agreed upon except as to detalls, wus in the
P esident's bellef u grave injustice 1o the
United Huates."

More Favorable Report.

Omama, Neb.,, July 24.—The fort-
nighily crop report of the Union (‘acific
freight departmsnt shows & much more
favorable state of affairs than In the

previous report. Wheat is about bhar

vested in many localities along the
branches north of Columbus and Grand
Island. The crop has done splendidly
and the yield will be a full average,

' Rain in Texas.

Sax Axroxto, Tex., July 24.—Raln
commenced falling here yesterday after
noon, con ut the night
Judging from the drift of the clouds and
the reports which have been received
the downpour has been general
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THE “FAIR TRADERS."

A Bmall Faction of English Torles Who Fars
miah Literature For Amoriesn FProteo-

tionlsts.

There has recently sprung up in En-
gland a small faction of Tory politi-
clans who call themselves ‘“‘Fair
Traders.” These men are protection-
ists, but they do not take that name in
an atmosphere where tion is an
out-worn superstition, discarded alike
by the Tory Lord Salisbury and the
Liberal Gladstone,

The *Fair Traders” have only come
to the surface within the past few
years, and are totally without influence
upon the policy of England. However,
they have started a little paper and are
determined to make themselves heard.
This little paper is never heard of on
this side of the water, except when it is
approvingly quoted by our protectionist
organ, the *“‘Ameriean Economist," to
show, forsooth, that England is going
to adopt the great protectionist system.

It may be said in passing that 1t is a
most singular thing to see the Econo-
mist expressing pleasure over what it
fancies to be the growth of protection
in England. The Economist ought to
know that more than hall of our ex-
ports go to England, and that the adop-
tion of protection there would be very
harmful to us—especially to our farm-
ers who produce about three-fourths of
our exports.

The “fair traders” consider the pres-
ent policy of England in trading with
other nations without any custom-house
restrictions to be un'ust and unfair.
The goods of all countries are admitted
free into England, except a few revenue
articles; but nearly every thing manu-
factured and exported by England has
to meet heavy duties upon passing into
other nations. This the ““fair traders”
say is unfair, and they propose to make
it fair, and hence thelr name.

But how do they propose to make it
fair? Letus take an i{llustration from
our treasury reports for the fisoal yoar
ended June 30, 1889. During that year
we bought in England, in round num-
bers, $21,000,000 worth of tin-plate, and
our Government made the American
buyers pay the farther sum of £7,5840,000
as duty on it. Now we paid for our tin-
plate, not im money, but in American
products of some kind. Let us say for
convenience that we paid it in flour.
The position of the English ‘‘fair trader™
them would be this: *“*We have sent
Americans §21,000,000 worth of tin-plate,
but the American buyers were compelled
by their Government to pay 7,000,000 for
the privilege of trading with us—and
that is unfair. But we will got even
with them; when they send over 821,-
000,000 worth of flour to pay for that
tin-plate, we will make the English
bread-eaters pay $7,000,000 extra for the
privilege of buying bread. That will
make things oven. Let us have fair
trade.”

The absolute ignorance and stupidity
of such a proposition makes it almost
impossible to believe that there s any
gne man on the earth who is capablesof
such folly. *The American Govern-
ment makes it difficult for the American
people to can their fruit and vegetables
in our tin-plate; therefore we will make
it difficult for English workers to buy
Awerican flour.” The man who talks
that way is ready for a board of expert
physicians to examine into his mental
condition.

But it is talk of that kind that de-
lights the “American Economist,” for
it is nothing other than the great
“American system," otherwise known
as ‘‘protection.”

The absurd position of the English
“fair trader” ia precisely the same as
that of the American protectionist; and
a fellow-feeling of stupldity makes
them wondrous kind to each other.

HUNGRY FOR BOUNTIES,

The Sugar Bounty Extended to the Maple
Sugar Men, and Other Applicants For
Public Pap Put in Their Clalms-Now Let
the Growers of Wheat and Cotton Speak
Out—MoKinley Makes n Woak Defonne of
His Bounty By s Mistit Quotation From
Hamillton.

Once the Government siarts out to
glving bounties there will be no point
at which it can stop without leaving
many unhappy bounty-hunters grumb-
ling because they were left out in the
cold.

Ko sooner was it known that McKin-
ley gave a bounty of two cents a pound
on sugar than the Vermont people, who
produce a small quantity of maple sugar,
beset the Senate Finace Committee and
pleaded to be included in the bounty
clause of the bill

Of course they could bring forward
very strong arguments. *““Why make a
discrimination against our maple sugar?
Is it not sugar, too, just as well as cane
or beet-root sugar? Does it not grow
out of the ground—and American
ground at that? Does it not require
labor—American labor? Why mot put
a!l American sugar on the same footing?”

Well, the Senate committee said that
the maple sugar men had the better of
the argument, and so maple sugar goes
into the bill for the two-cent bounty on
every pound produced. Thus the makers
of maple sugar, as well as the growers of
cans and beet-root sugar, are to be paid
to 46 thelr own business—pald out of
taxes collected from the people,

As the Senate committee showed itself
to be so generous to the maple sugar
men other bounty-hunters have come
forward to ask an extension of Govern-
ment charity. This time it is the
makers of grape sugar and glucose,
which are largely used to adulterate
They bave also sn

thirsty for Government ald as any of the
other sugar makers. Now let us sce
whether the Senate committee can give
any good reason for not taking the grape
sugar and glucoso men in out of the
cold?

It McKinley and his tariff-makers
were asked why it is necessary to give
a bounty on sugar they would talk
about our sugar-growers not being able
to compete with the cheap labor of the
West Indies, Bouth America and Ger-
many; and they would give you care-
fully constructed tables showing the
wages of farm laborers in those coun-
tries Of course, they will say, our
sugar-growers can not compete with the
cheap labor, and therefore we must help
them in the unequal struggle by giving
them a bounty.

But does not McKinley see that if the
cheap-labor argument is to be used to
defend his sugar bounty, the same ar
gument would apply equally well to the
growers of wheat and cotton? The
growers of American wheat ore com-
pelled to sell their crop in competition
with the cheap labor of Russia
and India; and the American cot
ton-growers must meot on the
wharves of Liverpool the cotton
produced by the miserably paid labor of
Indis and Egypt. How can they do this
without & bounty? Are not the wheat
and cotton growers good and worthy
American cltizens? Do they not give
employment to American labor?

When Mr. McKinley brought his Tar-
ift bill into the House he accompanied
it with a report in which he attempted
to bolster up his sugar bounty by quot-
ing Alexander Hamilton, and saying
that ‘‘the sanction of no higher author-
ity in American statesmanship could be
invoked."

Then he makes a quotation from
Hamilton in defense of bounties; bud
the quotation itself shows in plain
black and white that Hamilton was ad-
vocating bounties “to stimulate and up-
hold new enterprises;” thoy were to be
applied “‘to the acquisition of a newand
useful branch of industry,” and Hamil-
ton's bounty was to Lo *‘a temporary ex-
wn”'“

Seldom has a public man ever quoted
an authority so inaptly as McKinley
did in this cnse; for sugar-growing is
not “a new industry” under tho most
liberal interpretation of Hamilton's
words; and to speak of the “‘acquisi-
tion” of it is simply & gross misuse of
the English language. Again, Hamil-
ton speaks of a “temporary” expense
for the establishment of an industry.
What right has McKinley to assume
that at the end of his fiftoen years'
bounty the sugar-growing industry wiil
be any more able to stand on its own
feet than it is to-day? It has already
oxisted long enough to develop the nec-
essary skill; and it is folly to hope that
the bounty will have the slightost ef-
fect in developing a groater degree of
skill in our sugar-making process, or
that this greater skill will be added as
a permanent factor to the wenlth-pro-
ducing capacity of tho Nation,

As the matter stands McKinley glves
the sugar men $7,000,000 a year out of
the people’s taxes; but how much that
will grow to in fifteen ycars nobody
knows. It may be twice as much or it
may be ten times as much. Dut if the
sum should even remain the same, that
would mean $105,000,000 for the fi{teon
years—which is certainly an enormous
sum to pay people for doing their own
private business.

McKinley, however, is a champion
when itcomes to knocking out a surplus.
But he sees that the people are going to
object to giving away this enormous
sum of money; and so he fixes the dona-
tion for a period of fifteen years, hoping
that thereby future Congresses can not
undo his iniquitous bounty giving.

fmuggling at New York.

Extensive smuggling of clothing har
been detected by the Government offl-
olals in New York. Tho stowards, cooks
and other employes of the groat ocean
steamers were hired to bring over the
bundles of clothing, which were finally
carried ashore in bundles of linen for
the laundry.

The thing has been going on for a
long time, but the recent secizure of a
number of bundles of clothing and the
arrest of several of the gullty persons
will make the smugglers lie low for the
future, and all orders for smuggled
clothing will doubtless be *‘declared off."

But how does it bappen that men find
it profitable to smuggle? Have not the
protectionist politicians been telling us
all along that clothes are as cheap here
a8 in Europe?

There must be some mistake about
that The smuggiers are a standing
proof that this is all poppycock. The
smugglers are, in their way, s capital
tariff reform argument.

As a matter of factclothing cost about
twioce s much here as in England; and
this can be proven over and over again.

But McKinley himself gives the best
answer to this false claim of his pro-
tectionist brethren-—he raises the bhigh
duty on clothing to a still higher point
and tells us boldly in his tariff speech:
“We want no return to cheap times in
our own country.”

1f clothing were the same price here
a8 in Europe the smuggler's cooupation
—and McKinley's too, for that matter—

CROP PROSPECTS.

The Latest ts Show a Falling O

Owing to the Continued Dry Weather.

Cmicaco, July 80.—The following ap-
poears in the Farmer's Review: The ma-
Jority of our correspondents in Missourl,
Kentucky and Minnesota report local
showers that bave in & measure revived
parched fields. Ome-third of our Ohio
corresapondents report local rains, but
tho uniform report from other parts of
the State is, “vory dry.” Exoept in a
few scattering counties drought is gen-
eral throughout Illinois, Indiana, Towa
and the Dakotas.

The effect of this widespread drought
is most marked upon the potato crop,
the present condition of which is 40 per
cent. lower than last year at this season.
From the present outlook the Dakotas
and Minnesota are the only States that
promise any thing like a fair crop.

A great decline has taken place in
the condition of corn during the past
two weeks. The Dakotas are the only
States that apparently maintain a high
uvorage, and in thesa States the condi-
tion is not uniform. The reports from
a few counties are from 50 to 75 percent.
below the average, while in the majority
ol instances the reports range from
100 to 1206 per cent. Since our last re-
port the general averages have fallen
off 15 points in Ohio, Kentucky and Ne-
braska; in Kansas the decline amounts
to 125 points; in Illinois, Indiana, Mis-
souri and Minnesota it ranges from 5 to
10 points,

No marked change is observable in
Nebraska and lowa reports relative to
spring wheat, but in Minnesota and the
Dakotas the averages of condition have
declined sevoral points. We summarize
us follows the reports of our correspond-
ents:

Condition of potatoes—Illinols, 40 per
cent.; Indiana, 30; Missouri, 50; Ken-
tucky, 41; Kansas, ¢1; Minnesota, &7;
Dakota, 90; Nebraska, 50; Iowa, 08.

Condition of corn—Illinois, 71 per
vent.; Indiana, 8i; Missouri, 70; Ohio,
00; Kontucky, 60; Kansas, 30; Minne-
sota, 80; Dakota, 99; Nebraska, 75;
Towa, D0,

Condition of spring wheat—>Minne-
sota, 70 per cent.; Dakota, 81; Nebraska,
72; lowa, S0.

COLLAPSED REVOLUTION.

The Argentine Rebelllon Comes to a Sudden
End ~The Central American Humpus.

Loxpox, July 80.—It is officlally an-
nounced that the British Foreign Office
has received telegraphic advices from
Buenos Ayres that the revolution has
ended in the triumph of the Govern-
ment

The Argentine legation in London re-
ceived lust night the following tele-
gram signed by Minister of Finance
Gareln:

BUENOS AveEs, July 20 —=The Government
Is completely vietorious. The mutineers
have capitulated and deposited thoir arms
inthe ursennl. All rebelllious superior of-
ficers will b dismissed. The troops are re-
turning to their quarters under the com-
mand of loyal officers. ‘lhe minor officers
participating in the revolution will be trans-
ferred to poritions of less influence. The
forces mobilized by the Government are re-
turningto the provinoes. The political sit-
uation I8 thoronghly consolidated. The
capital und the whole country are tranguil

CENTRAL AMERICA.

City or Mexico, July 30.—A private
telegram to a commercial house in this
city states that in Saturday's battle the
Salvadorians were defeated by the
Guatemalans and sustained a loss of
sixty killed, 200 wounded and a large
number of prisoners. The Guatemalan
loss was very light.

Geronimo Pou, agent of San Salvador,
says that in the eleven battles to date
the Salvadorians have come out victori-
ous. The Guatemslan army is fleeing
in all directions toward the interior and
not a single Guatemalan soldier is left
on the frontier.

A revolution against Barrillas has
broken out in the Eastern Department.
Several well known Generals head it
and the downfall of the present Guate-
malan Government is considered morp
than probable. Barrillas is pleading
for foreigm intorvention in his favor.

Naastrous Fire,

East Bacixaw, Mich., July 30.—Yes-
terday afternoon fire originating from a
spark from a mill stack, destroyed
Owen, Hutchinson & Co.'s mill and 4,-
000,000 feet of lumber; Brown & Ryan's
mill, drill houses and 11,000,000 feet of
lumber; Nease & Son's mill and 3,000,-
000 feot of lumber, several small build-
ings and twenty freight cars belonging
to the Flint & Marquotte Rallroad Com-

pany.

The loss is about 8$585,000. Among
the heaviest losers are Owen Hutchin-
son & Co., 8260,000; John G. Owen, 810,-
500; John G. Owen, two drill houses,
85,000; Nease & Son, mill $40,000; Nease
& Son, lumber $39,000; Brown & Ryan,
mill $45,000, lumber $143,000; Brown &
Rysn, salt block 88,000, drill house
83,500, wood 82,000, ten dwellings §3,000.
The insurance will not nearly cover the
loss.

Dynamiter Mooney Drowned.

New Yonk, July 80.—James Mooney,
the dynamiter, was drowned in the surl
at Rockaway Sunday and his body bas
not been recovered. He attained his
greatest public notoriety a few years
ago by his attempt to blow up the Brit-
ish steamsh!p Queen while she was at

counsel entering s plea of insanity
was sent to & Junatic asylum. He was
was recently released on the certificates

of physicians stating that be had
recoverad.
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